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professors and refusing to listen to reason.  Can anyone give a good, non-theological reason?
Mencius was puzzled by the behaviour of a beggar, and by a curious human phenomenon: that all animals love life as the highest value, but men sometimes spurn it. (Mencius, I think, is wrong about the animals.) His inference was that there was a higher value for man than animal survival, and furthermore that all men shared this value.
A man's life or death may sometimes depend upon a bamboo basket of rice and a bowl of soup, but if you say to a starving man passing by: "Hey, Mister!" and offer it to him with insults, he will refuse to take them; or if you offer them to a beggar with a kick, the beggar will not receive them.
Therefore, Mencius says:
I love life, but there is something that I love more than life, and therefore I would not have life at any price. I also hate death, but there is something that I hate more than death, and therefore I would not avoid danger at any price. If there is nothing that man loves more than life, then would he not permit himself to do anything in order to save it? And if there is nothing that man hates more than death, then why does he not avoid dangers that could be avoided? And so there are times when a man would forsake his life, and there are times when a man would not avoid danger. It is not only the good men who have this heart (or feeling) that there are times when they would forsake life and would not avoid danger. All men have this heart, only the good men have been able to preserve it.* -
* Wisdom of Confucius (Modern Library), p. 285. For following quotations from Mencius, see Ibid., pp. 281-282, and Wisdom of China and India, pp. 724, 762-763.